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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The reference listed in the Information Disclosure Statement filed on September 
15, 2004 have been considered by the examiner (see attached PTO-1449 form). 

Specification 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because abstract is required to be 
on a separate sheet. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

The abstract of the disclosure does not commence on a separate sheet in 
accordance with 37 CFR 1.52(b)(4). A new abstract of the disclosure is required and 
must be presented on a separate sheet, apart from any other text. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 1 is objected to because the sentence does not end with a period. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed inventions 
are directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
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Regarding claims 18-20, the claimed signal embodied in a carrier wave is non- 
statutory subject matter since it is not a process, machine, manufacture nor composition 
of matter. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1, 3-6, 9, 11-14 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Leung et al. (US Publication Number 2002/0095673) in view of 
Jagels (US Publication Number 2003/01 82429). 

Regarding claim 1, Leung et al. discloses a device (10) for receiving content (14) 
comprising (see paragraph 0052, lines 15-17 and fig 2 (16)): 

a memory (12) which is configured to store a program (see paragraph 0007, lines 
4-6, the memory stores information relating to a television program); 

a processor (18) which is configured to read said content (see paragraph 0064, 
lines 25-30, the microprocessor monitors the channel identification of the content) and 
v-chip embbedded in said content (14) (see paragraph 0053, lines 1-6, the 
microprocessor monitors the v-chip which has programs to be blocked or unblocked); 

wherein said processor (18) is further configured to allow access of said content 
(14) when said program is substantially identical to said v-chip (see paragraph 0054 and 
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fig 1 , tlie microprocessor compares the v-chip information witli the television program 
infomiation in order to block or unblock the content to the display screen). 

However, Leung et al. fails to specifically disclose descriptor and origin code. 

Jagels discloses descriptor (see paragraph 0081 and fig 8, the digital rights 
management indicates where the device can be re-used) and origin code (see 
paragraph 0059, identifies the server). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Leung et al.'s invention with the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Jagels for the advantage of identifying the source of 
the content. 

Regarding claim 9, Leung et al. discloses a method for accessing of content (14) 
of a device (10) comprising (see paragraph 0052, lines 15-17 and fig 2 (16)): 

reading a program embedded in said (10) device (see paragraph 0007, lines 4-8, 
the microprocessor reads the information relating to a television program); 

reading a v-chip embedded in said content (see paragraph 0053. lines 1-6, the 
microprocessor reads the v-chip which has programs to be blocked or unblocked); 

comparing said program with said v-chip (see paragraph 0054 and fig 1, the 
microprocessor compares the v-chip information with the television program information 
In order to block or unblock the content to the display screen); and 

allowing access of said content (14) when said program and said v-chip are 
substantially identical (see paragraph 0054 and fig 1 , the microprocessor compares the 
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v-chip information with the television program information in order to blocl^ or unblock 
the content to the display screen). 

However, Leung et al. fails to specifically disclose descriptor and origin code. 

Jagels discloses descriptor (see paragraph 0081 and fig 8, the digital rights 
management indicates where the device can be re-used) and origin code (see 
paragraph 0059, identifies the server). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Leung et al.'s invention with the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Jagels for the advantage of identifying the source of 
the content. 

Regarding claims 3 and 11, Leung et al. and Jagels discloses everything 
claimed as applied above (see claims 1 and 9). Leung et al. discloses the device (10), 
wherein usage rules are further embedded in said content (14); said processor (18) 
being further configured to read said usage rules and determining said access of said 
content (14) based on said usage rules (see paragraph 0065, the user programs which 
content is to be blocked and unblocked, the system compares the programs being aired 
to verify whether content is to be displayed or not). 

Regarding claims 4 and 12, Leung et al. and Jagels discloses everything 
claimed as applied above (see claims 1 and 9). Leung et al. discloses the device (10), 
wherein usage rules are embedded in said content (14); said processor (18) being 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/51 1 ,31 1 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2623 

configured to obey said usage rules in determining said access of said content (14) (see 
paragraphs 0053-0055 and fig 1 , the system permits a content to be displayed if it 
meets the criteria stored by the user or denies display of content if criteria stored by the 
user does not match user request). 

Regarding claims 5 and 13. Leung et al. and Jagels discloses everything 
claimed as applied above (see claims 4 and 12). Leung et al. discloses the device (10), 
wherein said usage rules are related to allow said access of said content (14) based on 
said v-chip and said program (see paragraph 0054, fig 1 (blocks 1, 5 and 4), based on 
the usage rules set and stored by the user, when the permitted content signal is 
received, It is compared with the list of programs to verify content is allowed to be 
viewed and then displayed on the screen). 

However, Leung et al. fails to specifically disclose descriptor and origin code. 

Jagels discloses descriptor (see paragraph 0081 and fig 8, the digital rights 
management indicates where the device can be re-used) and origin code (see 
paragraph 0059, identifies the server). 

Regarding claims 6 and 14, Leung et al. and Jagels discloses everything 
claimed as applied above (see claims 1 and 9). Leung etal. the device (10), wherein 
said program includes a v-chip indicative of a region said device (10) is useable, and 
said v-chip is related to an origin of said content (14) (see paragraphs 0079-0081 , the 
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television programs includes a region code (KABC, KCET) which indicates the 
origination of the content). 

However, Leung et al. fails to specifically disclose descriptor and origin code. 

Jagels discloses descriptor (see paragraph 0081 and fig 8, the digital rights 
management indicates where the device can be re-used) and origin code (see 
paragraph 0059, identifies the server). 

Regarding claim 17, Leung et al. and Jagels discloses everything claimed as 
applied above (see claim 9). Leung et al. discloses the method further comprising: 
storing said program in a memory (12) of said device (10) (see paragraph 0007, lines 4- 
6, the memory stores information relating to a television program); and 

embedding a v-chip in said content (14) (see paragraph 0053, lines 1-6, the v- 
chip contains programs to be blocked or unblocked). 

However, Leung et al. fails to specifically disclose descriptor and origin code. 

Jagels discloses descriptor (see paragraph 0081 and fig 8, the digital rights 
management Indicates where the device can be re-used) and origin code (see 
paragraph 0059, identifies the server). 

Regarding claim 18, Leung et al. discloses a signal embodied in a carrier wave 
comprising: 

content (14) for access by a device (10) (see paragraph 0007, lines 1-6, the 
television program is being displayed on a television receiver); and 
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a content code indicative of an origin of said signal (see paragraph 0053, lines 1- 
6, the microprocessor monitors the v-chip which has programs to be blocked or 
unblocked); 

wherein said signal is allowed to be accessed when said content code is 
substantially identical to a device code imbedded in said device (10) (see paragraph 
0054 and fig 1 , the microprocessor compares the v-chip information with the television 
program information in order to block or unblock the content to the display screen). 

However, Leung et al. fails to specifically disclose a content code indicative of an 
origin of said signal. 

Jagels discloses a content code indicative of an origin of said signal (see 
paragraph 0059, identifies the server). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Leung et al.'s invention with the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Jagels for the advantage of identifying the source of 
the content. 

Regarding claim 19, Leung et al. and Jagels discloses everything claimed as 
applied above (see claim 18). Leung et al. the signal, further comprising usage rules, 
wherein said signal is allowed to be accessed based on usage rules (see paragraph 
0054, fig 1 (blocks 1 , 5 and 4), based on the usage rules set and stored by the user, 
when the permitted content signal is received, it is compared with the list of programs to 
verify content is allowed to be viewed and then displayed on the screen). 
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7. Claims 2 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Leung et al. US Publication Number 2002/0095673) and Jagels (US Publication 
Number 2003/0182429) as applied to claims 1 and 9 above, and further in view of 
McRae (US Patent Number 6,115.079). 

Regarding claims 2 and 10, Leung et al. and Jagels et al. discloses everything 
claimed as applied above (see claims 1 and 9). Leung et al. discloses the device (10), 
wherein said processor (18) is further configured to allow at least one of video signals of 
said content (14) to be displayed onto a screen (20) when said program is substantially 
identical to said v-chip (see paragraphs 0054 and 0074, when the content is compared 
and allowed to be viewed, it is displayed on the television screen). Jagels et al. 
discloses descriptor (see paragraph 0081 and fig 8, the digital rights management 
indicates where the device can be re-used) and origin code (see paragraph 0059, 
identifies the server). However, Leung et al. fails to specifically disclose audio signals of 
said content to be heard on a speaker. 

McRae discloses audio signals of said content to be heard on a speaker (see 
column 6, lines 30-31, audio is heard and magnified through the speaker). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Leung et al.'s invention with the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by McRae for the advantage of enjoying the sound of the 
content. 
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8. Claims 7-8 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Leung et al (US Publication Number 2002/0095673) and Jagels (US 
Publication Number 2003/0182429) as applied to claims 1 and 9 above, and further in 
view of Schein et al. (US Patent Number 6,388,714). 

Regarding claims 7 and 15, Leung et al. and Jagels discloses everything 
claimed as applied above (see claims 1 and 9). Jagels discloses device is useable (see 
paragraph 0081). However, Leung et al. and Jagels feils to specifically disclose the 
device (10) wherein said descriptor includes a device time zone, and said origin code 
includes a content time zone indicative of an origin of said content (14). 

Schein et al. discloses the device (10) wherein said descriptor (television guide) 
includes a device time zone, and said origin code (CBS, FOX, HBO and the like) 
includes a content time zone indicative of an origin of said content (14) (see column 15, 
lines 13-30, the descriptor and region code can be accessed from any time zone in the 
worid). 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Leung et al.'s invention with the above 
mention limitation as taught by Schein et al. for the advantage of configuring the 
particular time zone in which the user will watch television. 

Regarding claims 8 and 16, Leung et al. Jagels and Schein et al. discloses 
everything claimed as applied above (see claims 7 and 15). Schein et al. discloses the 
device (10), wherein said device time zone is obtainable from a timing module (22) of 
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said device (10) (see fig 3 (72), column 6, lines 61-62 and column 7, lines 16-18, the 
clock maintains the current time for each time zone). 

9. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Leung 
et al. (US Publication Number 2002/0095673) and Jagels (US Publication Number 
2003/0182429) as applied to claim 18 above, and further in view of Kanda (US 
Publication Number 2001/0041049). 

Regarding claim 20, Leung et al. and Jagels discloses everything claimed as . 
applied above (see claim 18). However, Leung et al. and Jagels fails to specifically 
disclose the signal, wherein said content code includes a first time zone of origin of a 
broadcast of said content (14), said signal being allowed to be accessed by said device 
(10) when a second time zone included in said device (10) is substantially identical to 
first time zone. 

Kanda discloses the signal, wherein said content code includes a first time zone 
of origin of a broadcast of said content (14), said signal being allowed to be accessed 
by said device (10) when a second time zone included in said device (10) is 
substantially identical to first time zone (see paragraph 0279, when the first and second 
time codes are identical, access to the video signal is allowed). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Leung et al.'s invention with the above 
mention limitation as taught by Kanda for the advantage of permitting users in different 
time zones to view the same content. 
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Citation of Pertinent Prior Art 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. 

Deniau et al. (US Publication Number 2002/0029382) teaches controlling access 
to audio-visual programs on a digital receiver of audio-visual programs. 
Yang et al. (US Publication Number 2006/0026627) teaches an apparatus for 
controlling display of content signals by receiving a content signal that includes 
video content and at least one associated content control indicator. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nnenna N. Ekpo whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1663. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 AM-5:00 PM 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on 571-272-7304. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding Is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomriation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



NNE/nne 

November 6, 2007 
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